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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS dOMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specined above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
• Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 January 2006 , 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) n Claim{s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

$)□ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6)S Claim(s) l^S is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objectecl to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. . 

Application Papers 

9) S The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawjng(s) filed on 27 February 2002 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
; Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0- 
a)IElAII b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PT0.413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Pap^r No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) 13 Information Disclosure Statement(s) {PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mall Date 01/11/2006 . 6) □ Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 041 1 2006 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in regards to the Reply received on 01/20/2006. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on 01/20/2006. Claimed priority 
is granted from Foreign Application 056872/2001, Filing Date 10/17/2001. No claim has 
been amended. There are no newly added claims. Claims 1-8 are pending. Claims 1-8 
represent a method and apparatus for a " System and Method for providing dynamic 
service using front-end". 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 have been carefully considered, 
but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are deemed moot in view 
of the same ground of rejection reiterated from the First Office Action as explained here 
below. 

The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and 
all objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The references listed on the Information Disclosure Statement submitted on 
02/27/2002 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449A). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chilton (Chilton), Patent No. 6,732,1 17 B1 in view Kraft et a! (Kraft) U.S. patent 
No. 6,832,239 81. 

Regarding claim 1, Chilton teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Chilton discloses a service providing system using front-ends (fig. 3, items 114; fig, 4, 
items 60, and 114) comprising: 

a server for processing service tasks in response to service request from a client, 
and delivering service to the client {fig, 4, items 60, 62-64; column 9, lines 35-67; fig, 3); 

a means for measuring service response time from when the client requests the 
server for service to when the server delivers the service to the client {column 2, lines 
60-67; column 3, lines 1-36)\ 

a means forjudging the service response time {column 2, lines 60-67; column 3, 
lines 1-36); 

a means for creating a front-end to process the service tasks of the server and . 
perform the service delivery in whole or in part based on the service response time 
{column 8, lines 1-57; column 9, lines 35-67); 
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a means for having the front-end process the service tasks and performs 
the service delivery in whole or in part as proxy for the ser\/er{column 8, lines 1- 
57; column 9, lines 35-67). However, Chilton does not specifically teach the step 
of judging whether or not the service response time is equal to or more thatn a 
setting value ; means for creating a front-end to processs the serice tasks of the 
server and perform the service delivery in whole or in part when the service 
response time is equal to or more that the setting value or in part as proxy for the 
server. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kraft teaches a method "... ) In process block 
320, the request response manager 204C informs the client user through the client 
applet 206 of the number of other requesting clients already awaiting service, and the 
estimated times until the download can be started and until it can be completed. The 
client applet 206 upon receiving the information may generate a display of the 
information in the main window or a separate window of the client application 208 e.g., 
web browser... The applet 206 is programmed to periodically send a message to the 
status response manager 204E requesting updated status information. The status 
response manager 204E calls the schedule manager 204B to calculate new values 
for the number of other clients ahead of the requesting client applet, the estimated time 
until the download will begin, and the estimated time to complete the requested 
download. This information will then be passed back to the client applet 206 by the 
status response manager 204E..." [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49; it is 
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important to note that the applet application creates the front end interface and does 
the estin)ation based on the message status response]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Kraft's 
teachings of a method and apparatus to create a front end to process service 
tasks, with the teachings of Chilton, for the purpose of ''providing a system and a 
method with less network traffic and a response time that is superior to the 
configuration that requires the entire database from the data storage system and 
searching database.'' as stated by Chilton in lines 31-36 of column 3. Kraft also 
provides motivation to combine by stating in lines 61-62 of column 2 that "...a 
system is needed for avoiding overloading of cpmmunications resources...". By 
this rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing 
system using front-ends claimed in claim 1, further comprising a means for bringing the 
front-end to rest when the response time recovers to less than the setting value after 
the front-end has processed the service tasks and performed the service delivery in 
whole or in part as proxy for the server [see Kraft, column 7, lines 25-40], The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 2. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 3, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing 
system using front-ends claimed in claim 1, further comprising a means for charging a 
service provider according to the volume of traffic between the client and front-end, 
and/or the amount of computer resources consumed by the front-end. The Examiner 
takes Official notice that charging a Service Provider based on amount of resources 
consumed by the front-end is well known in the art of computer networking. The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 3. By this rationale claim 3 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing 
system using front-ends claimed in claim 1 , wherein the front-end is created on a 
communication device [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49]. The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1, applies equally as well to 
claim 4. By this rationale claim 4 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 5, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches a service providing, 
method using front-ends [see Chilton, fig. 4, items 60, and 114] comprising the steps of: 

measuring service response time from when a client requests a server for service 
to when the server delivers the service to the client [see Chilton, {fig. 4, items 60, 62-64; 
column 9, lines 35-67]\ 

judging whether or not the service response time is equal to or more than a 
setting value [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49] 

creating a front-end to process the service tasks of the server and perform the 
service dejivery in whole or in part when the service response time is equal to or more 
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than the setting value [see Chilton, column 8, lines 1-57; column 9, lines 35-67; see 
Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49] and 

having the front-end process the service tasks and perform the service delivery in 
whole or in part as proxy for the server [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49]. The 
same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well 
to claim 5. By this rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing 
method using front-ends claimed in claim 5, further comprising the step of bringing the 
front-end to rest when the response time recovers to less than the setting value after the ' 
front-end has processed the service tasks and performed the service delivery in whole 
or in part as proxy for the server [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 25-49; fig. 4, item 
404], The same motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1, applies 
equally as well to claim 6. By this rationale claim 6 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing 
method using front-ends claimed in claim 5, further comprising the step of charging a 
service provider according to the volume of traffic between the client arid front-end, 
and/or the amount of computer resources consumed by the front-end The Examiner 
takes Official notice that charging a Service Provider based on amount of resources 
consumed by the front-end is well known in the art of "computer networking. The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 7. By this rationale claim 7 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 8. the combination Chilton-Kraft teaches the service providing, 
method using front-ends claimed in claim 5, wherein the front-end is created on a 
communication device [see Kraft, column 7, lines 16-24; lines 40-49]. The same motivation 
that was utilized in the combination of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 8. By this 
rationale claim 8 is rejected. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on 01/20/2006, has been carefully 
considered but is deemed persuasive. The Examiner has reviewed the main point of - 
contentions from the applicants, that is "Claims 1, and 5 recite a service providing 
system using front-ends, means for "judging whether or not the service response time is 
equal to more than a setting value; (and) a means for creating a front end to process the 
service tasks of the server and perform the service delivery in whole or in pad when the 
service response time is equal to or more than the setting value." These features are 
hot present in the cited references. Applicants' contend that the prior art of record does 
not disclose these limitations of the claimed invention. However the combination 
Chilton-Kraft disclose all the limitations of the claimed invention with a reasonable 
expectation of success as explained above (see rejection of claims 1 and 5 ). 
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Conclusion 



7. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE NON-FINAL. Any inquiry concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from examiner should be directed to Jude 
Jean-Gilles whose telephone numbei- is (571 ) 272-39*14. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Thursday and every other Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
9000. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 43 





April 11, 2006 



IX^TENT EXAMINER 
WiY CENTER 2100 



